A montn ago, the interest 
of Son. J. W. Fulbright (D- i 
Ark.), chairratB of the For- 
eign Relations Committee, 
was whetted by the China * 
history testimony of Prof, v 
Allen S. Whiting of the Uni- . 
versity of Michigan, former 
State Department research • ■ 
director for the Far East. 


Meeting Soo^ in *45 
Whiting r^irred to docu- 
ments, made public in 19d9, 
showing that phlna'i Mao 
and Chou In Januiiy, 1945, 
sccretely offered to meet 
with President FrankUn D. 
Roosevelt in Washington to 
swk U.S. support for a coa- 
lition government between 
Chlang Kai-shek’s National- 
ists and the Communists. If 
that faUed, said Whiting, the 
Communist leaders sought 
, ter determine Washington’s 
WUlingness to work with 
them if they prevailed in 
civil war. 

In early 1945, with World 
War II still on, U.S, pkdlcy 
was focused on unifying 
China’s forces to help fight 

Japan and bringing the So- 
viet Union, America’s war- 
time ally, “Into the struggle 
against Japan In Ume to be 
of real value In the prosecu- 
tion of the war.’? There was 
no pUcipation that the 
atomic bombing of Japan on 
Aug. 6 and 9 and Russian 
entry into the war on the 
flatter date would bring Ja- 
^ pan’i surrender on Aug. 14. 
^ 1945 . .> 

The claim In the subse- 
l^quent 1949, U.S. “White 
I Paper” on China by Secre- 
iLtary of State Dean Acheson 
that China’s victorious Cora- ' 
^munists had “announced 
their subservience” to Mos- 
cow was challenged by Prof. 
Whiting last month. Instead. 
»\said WhlUng, China’s Com- 
munists “repeatedly tried to 
^establish relations with the 
^United States precisely to 
^ avoid dependence on the So- 
^ viet Union.” - 
4 , The Communists became 
^exclusively reliant on Mos- 
<:jicow, said Whiting, because 
^ihey were denied U.S. aid. 
.^The official U.S. rhetoric 
about world “monolithic 
communism” controlled by 
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